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method might be pursued In the province of Behar and Purrunnia.    This we
recommend to be carried into execution If practicable, at least we shall expect
very satisfactory reasons why It cannot,
7.    We are very much pleased with the reduction of the expences of the
province of Bahar, we hope the same will take place in the Purrunnia province:
and that we  shall by your care and attention find the  provincial military
expences regulated in such a manner, that as on the one hand, we would
not have the provinces labor under any oppressive difficulties ; on the other
there may not be such country force kept up as rnav be attended with anj
danger, or Ill-consequences to the Company.
8.    Although the jaghire lands form a very considerable deduction of our
revenues in Bahar, yet we would not have those resumed, which may have
been allotted for the support or dignity  of  the  great families, or faithful
servants of the Moguls, or former Subars [sic]: at the same time you are not to
admit any new jaghires either from the Mogul or the Nabob without our
express permission and here we must give you a caution to guard against
favoritism.   The   Instability   of   eastern   governments   has   commonly   been
owlnor to the treachery of their military commanders or the trustine too much
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power into one man's hand. The reduction of the country force and out
system of military discipline exempts us from the former, but we may be
exposed to the latter: and therefore we caution you against any partiality
in favor of particular officers, a caution that occurs to us from what we wrote
to you in our General Letter of the 19th February last paragraph 25 respecting
Mahmud Reza Cawn, who appeared to us to have been deficient in accounting
for the revenues of the Dacca province, and now it appears to us that Chitabroy
has presumed on the favor shewn him in his conduct as mentioned in the
5th paragraph of this letter.
9.    We have been very full in our sentiments on the office of the Resident
at the Durbar in our letters of the 24th December 1765 and 17th May 1766.
We are very glad to see that important charge so ably conducted and we direct
that Mr. Svkes continue in that office as long; as his conduct merits your
v                                                                                           C*                                                                 *
approbation. We observe that jMr. Sykes has also charged the factory at
Cosslmbuzar. We apprehend the attention to so large an Investment as is
made at that factory will take him off from the more important objects of
his office of Resident at the Durbar ; If you find our conjecture well grounded
we recommend it to you, to appoint one of the other members of the Council
to that chlefship that the Resident at the Durbar may apply himself solely
to the superintendancy of the revenues.
10.    We are equally sensible with you of the inconveniencies apprehended
from the annual export of treasure:  though we think the danger yet distant
when we reflect on the great sums that used to be sent annually to Delhi,
not less than a crore of rupees besides the rents of jaghires held by the great
men at court and presents from the Sonbah and crown officers also the great
hoards of money that used to be secretly laid up, and often buried and lost
through fear of the rapacity of the government (for which we pursuade our-
selves they will have no cause under our administration), but more than all
the great drain from the Bengal provinces by the number of foreign troops
which used to be hired from distant parts and carried away annually large